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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . i Applicant's arguments filed January 1 3, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant's arguments are based on reference that was not used ot 
rejept the claims. Thus, the arguments with respect to claims 1 and 7 are moot. 
Following is applicant's arguments: 

a. Memory taught by Stevens stores a unique identification number which 
may be permanent and does not discuss storing any information in this memory. 

! b. The processor taught by Stevens is not able to operate as the three 
(baseband, memory and display) controllers. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

V The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
: forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
I the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
; invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
\ Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. | Claim 1-5, 7-11 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stevens et al. (U.S. 2005/0083213) in view of Davis et al. (U.S. 
4,786,902). 

\ Regarding Claim 1, Stevens teaches a device comprises: 
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; an electronic tag body connecting to a reader in a wireless fashion to receive 
signals transmitted from the reader and store the signals (abstract and page 2, 
paragraphs 28-31); and 

: a dispiay module connecting to the electronic tag body to read and display the 
signals (figure 4 and page 2, paragraph 29 and page 4, paragraph 52); 

Stevens teaches the device displays the stored signals from reader (paragraphs 
33,35, 39, 41-43 and 52); 

• an antenna for receiving the signals from the reader (base station 120 and 
computer system 130) (figure 4 and page 2, paragraphs 26 and 31 and page 3, 
paragraphs 46-47) 

: a radio frequency module (350) connecting to the antenna for processing the 
signals received by the antenna (figure 4 and page 2, paragraph 31) ; 

j a baseband controller (320) connecting to the radio frequency module to control 
delivering and receiving of the signals (figure 4 and page 2, paragraphs 30-31); 

a memory controller (320) connecting to the baseband controller (320) for 
receiving the signals; and 

\ a memory (330) connecting to the memory controller (320) to store the signals. 

; It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the processor (320) 
can operate as the baseband controller, memory controller and display controller since 
the conventional processor would able to re-program to perform any desire function 
relates to electronic component and Stevens shows the transceiver, LCD display and 
memory device are all interconnected with the processor which would be obvious the 
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processor would requires to operate as a display controller to display and send : 
information on the LCD, memory controller to process the input/output data from/to 
memory and a baseband controller to modulate the signal from transceiver. 

! Further, it teaches a display controller (320) connecting to the electronic tag body 
for receiving signals and a display panel (figure 4 and page 2, paragraph 29-31 and 
page 4, paragraph 52). 

i However, it fails to clearly state that a display interface connecting between a 
display controller and a display panel. 

; Davis 1 device teaches a display interface (40) connecting between a display 
controller and a display panel (figure 2). 

I It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement a 
display interface between the controller and panel because interface is the inter-; 
connection between two electronic components. 

Regarding claim 7, it is rejected for similar reasons set forth in the rejection of 
claim 1, supra . 

As to claim 13, Stevens' device teaches the reader is a portable wireless 
electronic device (page 3, paragraph 46). 

; As to claim 14, Stevens' device teaches the reader is connected to a stationary 
electronic device (page 2, paragraph 26 and page 3, paragraph 47). 
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As to claim 4, Stevens' device teaches the display module includes an electric 
power supply to provide electric power required by the display panel (figure 4 and page 
2, paragraph 33). 

As to claim 5, Stevens' device teaches the display panel is a liquid crystal 
display (figure 4 and page 2, paragraph 29). 

As to claim 10, it is rejected for similar reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 
4, supra . 



As to claim 11, it is rejected for similar reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 
5, supra . 



Claims 6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stevens et al. (U.S. 2005/0083213) in view of Davis et al. (U.S. 4,786,902), in further 
viewiof Giering et al. (U.S. 2005/0161501). 

As to claim 6, the combination meets all the limitation of claims except it fails to 
show the display panel is an electronic paper. 

; Giering's device suggests the display panel is made of electronic paper or LCD 
(page 1, paragraph 6 and page 2, paragraph 16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art both LCD and 
electronic paper are well-known type of display panel and either one can be choose 
base on environment and manufacture. 

As to claim 12, it is rejected for similar reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 
6, supra . 



Application/Control Number: 10/790,744 
Art Unit: 2636 



Page 6 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFRM. 136(a). 

; A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

5. \ Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hoi C. Lau whose telephone number is (571)272-8547. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M- F 8:30am - 5:00pm. 

[ If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571)272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Hoi Ching Lau 
Art Unit 2636 




